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Sir: 

This Reply Brief is submitted in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed on 
January 7, 2009. 

In the Answer, the Examiner cites Underwood's col. 46, lines 1-43. This portion of 
Underwood discusses the "DXC," on which the Appellants generously commented in the 
Appeal Brief. In the Appeal Brief, the Appellants demonstrated that a DXC was a 
component that could be serialized as XML and embedded into a web page. The Examiner 
now notes that a DXC also may represent a "pre-existing" web page itself. The Appellants 
do not contest this assertion, but the Appellants also note that this assertion does not lead to 



1 



Ser. No.: 09/873,061 



Docket No. 50277-1510 



the conclusion that a DXC represents a site map or any "document that specifies the structure 
of a multi-page web site" or that specifies "(a) relationships between web pages [plural] of 
the multi-page web site, and (b) the structure and content of the pages [plural] of the multi- 
page web site." The fact that one web page may be embedded within another does not 
thereby cause the embedding page to specify relationships between web pages of a multi- 
page web site. By embedding a pre-existing web page into another, Underwood's approach 
merely modifies and adds to the content of the embedding page alone; nothing more. One 
would then build a multi-page web site using a structure specified in the embedding web 
page. 

The Examiner's Answer once again emphasizes that Underwood discloses a site map. 
The Appellants recognize this fact. The Examiner then also contends that web content 
sections or pages can be expressed in XML. The Appellants also recognize this fact. 
However, Underwood does not appear to disclose, expressly, that the site map is ever stored 
in an XML file (particularly, not one from which a multi-page XML site is automatically 
built), and the notion that Underwood's site map is stored in an XML file does not logically 
follow from the facts recognized above. 

The Examiner argues that it was well known in the technological art that web content 
sections/pages or sites can be stored in XML. The Appellants do not contest that web 
content sections and individual pages can be represented in XML. However, the Appellants 
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do contest the Examiner's assertion that it was well known in the art to store a representation 
of an entire web site's structure, where that structure indicates relationships between the 
pages of that web site, in an XML file. Underwood, which is the only evidence upon which 
the Examiner relies, shows a site map that is displayed to a user at the time of web site 
editing, but the Examiner still has not cited any part of Underwood that expressly states that 
the site map is stored in an XML file that is then used to build a multi-page web site 
automatically (the DXCs pertain to individual pages and components thereof). The fact that 
the site map is displayed to a user does not infer this; Underwood's Definer shows a site map 
for the benefit of the user who is editing the pages of the web site, but this does not mean that 
the site map is then stored in an XML file which is subsequently used to generate the web 
site. 

The Appellants do not care to take the Examiner' s word that it was well known in the 
art to store a site map as an XML file and then automatically build a multi-page web site 
based on the contents of such an XML file. Even if the site map is presented, at site-editing 
time, in a web page to a user, and even if the web page that contains the site map is 
represented in XML, it does not logically follow that such a web page would be stored and 
that the stored contents thereof would be used to build the web site automatically. Such a 
web page, even if constructed in XML, would not necessarily serve any purpose other than to 
show the various existing pages of the web site to a user at edit-time. The Appellants would 
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hope that if it was so well known to do what the Examiner alleges, that the Examiner would 
produce some evidence that expressly stated this. Underwood does not. 

The Examiner's Answer newly cites col. 38, line 50 through col. 40, line 3 of 
Underwood in support of the rejection of Claim 57 specifically. In view of this portion of 
Underwood, which previous rejections of Claim 57 did not cite (the Final Office Action cited 
only Figures 1 and 2 and columns 11-13 of the voluminous 58-column, 117-page reference in 
support of the rejection of Claim 57), the Appellants respectfully withdraw their arguments 
presented in Subsection B of Section VII of the Appeal Brief. However, the Appellants 
maintain that Claim 57 remains patentable over Underwood due at least to its dependence 
from Claim 54. 

Appellants respectfully request that the Honorable Board reverse the rejections of 
Claims 54-58. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Hickman Palermo Truong & Becker LLP 
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